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alternative energy sources to fulfill this need [2]. In particular, Pressure Retarded Osmosis (PRO) is being 
investigated as a reliable and beneficial source of renewable energy, harvesting the osmotic differences between two 
fluids [3]. In a typical PRO process, water molecules spontaneously transport through a semi-permeable membrane 
from a low salinity stream (such as river water, brackish or waste water), at ambient pressure into a pressurized high 
salinity stream (seawater or brine), with the aid of the osmotic pressure gradient across the membrane. Ideally, the 
produced osmotic power is a product of the transmembrane pressure and water permeation rate, which is harvested 
in terms of electricity by feeding the pressurized stream to a hydro-turbine [4]. It has been estimated that the 
potentiel is in the order of 2000 TWh per year globally [5]. In 2009, Statkraft built the world’s first PRO osmotic 
power plant. According to Statkraft’s projection, the PRO technology will be profitable provided its power reaches 5 
W/m2 in industrial operation. [6] 
Laboratory experiments have already shown that PRO performance is affected by parameters such as the operating 
pressure ore the characteristics of the draw and feed. Many papers have studied deeply those parameters. However, 
most of the existing publications have focused on the study of PRO water flux and power density, with the impact of 
temperature less studied. However, in any osmotic membrane, the operating temperature affects the performance of 
the system, as it affects the membrane permeability, the reverse salt diffusion and some structural parameters.  
In our prior work, the effects of the temperature were investigated for a coupled Reverse Osmosis/ PRO system [7]. 
In the current work, the effects of the temperature of the feed solution and the draw solution, on the structural 
parameters of the membrane, the concentration polarization and the power density is studied using two types of 
membranes taking also into account the difference of temperatures between the two flows. Results provided by this 
study may give interesting perceptiveness into the PRO operating conditions and PRO membrane design. 
 
Nomenclature 
A           Water permeability coefficient. (m.s-1.kPa-1) 
B            Salt permeability coefficient. (m.s-1) 
CD,m Salt concentration of the feed stream. (g.l-1) 
CF,m Salt concentration on the membrane surface at the side of the feed.(g.l-1) 
CD,b Salt concentration of the feed stream. (g.l-1) 
CF,b Salt concentration on the membrane surface at the side of the feed. (g.l-1) 
dh Hydraulic diameter of the flow channel (m) 
DD          Diffusion coefficient of the draw solution (m2.s-1) 
DF Diffusion coefficient of the feed solution (m2.s-1) 
Ea,p            Activation energy of water permeation.(kJ.mol-1) 
Ea,s          Activation energy of salt permeation. (kJ.mol-1) 
Jw Water flux that crosses the membrane. (m/h) 
Js Salt flux that crosses the membrane. (m/h) 
k Mass transfer coefficient ( m.s-1) 
K Solute resistivity (s.m-1) 
ǻP Transmembrane Pressure. (bar) 
R  Gas constant. ((J.mol·1K-1) 
Re Reynolds number. (-) 
s structure parameter of the support layer.(m) 
Sc Schmidt number. (-) 
Sh Sherwood number. (-) 
T Temperature. (°C) 
W Power density. (W.m-2) 
Ʉ  Dynamic viscosity. (Pa.s) 
ʌD,m Osmotic pressure at the surface of the active layer. (bar) 
ʌF,m Osmotic pressure at the surface of the support layer. (bar) 
ʌD,b Osmotic pressure at the draw bulk. (bar)  
ʌF,b         Osmotic pressure at the feed bulk. (bar) 
962   Khaled Touati et al. /  Energy Procedia  50 ( 2014 )  960 – 969 
t Length of the support layer. (m) 
Ĳ tortuosity of the membrane. (-) 
İ porosity of the membrane. (-) 
ஜ van't Hoff coefficient. (-) 
 
2. Theory 
               2.1    Water flux and power density in PRO 
In an osmotically driven membrane process, the water permeation flux (Jw) across an ideal semipermeable thin 
film that allows water passage but rejects solute molecules or ions is related to the water permeability A, the 
effective osmotic pressure difference ǻʌm and the transmembrane hydraulic pressure difference ǻP as follows 
[8]:  
 
୵ ൌ ሺοɎ୫ െοሻ                                                                                                                                       (1) 
 
୵ ൌ ሺɎୈǡ୫ െɎ୊ǡ୫ െοሻ                                                                                                                           (2)   
            
where ʌD,m and  ʌF,m  are  the osmotic pressure at the surface of the active layer, and at the support layer, 
respectively ( see Figure 1). 
On the other hand, In this osmotically-driven processes, salts permeate across the membrane in the opposite 
direction of the water flux, from the draw solution into the feed solution. This reverse salt flux, Js, can be 
described as: 
 
ܬ௦ ൌ ܤሺܥ஽ǡ௠ െ ܥிǡ௠ሻ                                                                                                                                          (3) 
 
where B is the salt permeability coefficient of the membrane active layer and CD,m and CF,m are the solute 
concentrations at the interfaces of the active layer. A typical concentration profile through the membrane is 
shown in Figure 1. 
The specific salt flux in PRO, defined as the ratio of salt flux to water flux, Js/Jw, is affected by the intrinsic 








ቁ                                                        (4) 
 
where Js is the solute flux through the membrane, ȕ is the van't Hoff coefficient, R is the universal gas constant, 
and T is the absolute temperature. 
The mass transport of salt in the membrane support, and in each of the boundary layers, will equal the sum of 
the convective salt transport and the diffusive salt transport due to the gradient in salt concentration. Hence, the 






െ ୵ሺݔሻ ൌ ܬ௦                                                      (5) 
 
Where C (x) is the salt concentration at position x, D is the diffusion coefficient, İ is the porosity, and Ĳ is the 
tortuosity of the support layer. 







݀ݔ                                                (6)        
 
Integration of equation (11) over the the support layer using that:  
at x= 0 C = CF,m   and  at x=t   C= CF,b  gives: 
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                                                                                            (7)   




                                                                                                          (8) 
 
where DD is the diffusion coefficient of the solute in the draw solution, dh is the hydraulic diameter of the flow 
channel, and Sh is the Sherwood number which is determined using the correlation under a turbulent flow 
condition:   
 
݄ܵ ൌ ͲǤʹܴ݁଴Ǥହ଻ܵܿ଴Ǥସ଴                   (9) 
 
Where Re is the Reynolds number and Sc is the Schmidt number [11] that depend also on the operating 
temperature.  
The solute resistivity for diffusion within the porous support layer (K) is defined by: 
 




                                                                     (10)   
 
where DF is the diffusion coefficient of the feed solution, t, Ĳ, and İ are the thickness, tortuosity and porosity of 
the support layer, respectively, and s is defined as the structure parameter of the support layer. 
Assuming that the osmotic pressures depend on the temperature followingߨ ൌ ߚܥܴܶ, we conclude that: 
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As the power density in PRO is the product of the water flux through the membrane and the hydraulic pressure 
differential across the membrane, 
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4. PRO experimental results 
4.1 Study of  membrane coefficients (A and B) 
 












ቍ         (14)          
                        
where Aref is the  water permeability coefficient at the reference temperature Tref, Bref is the salt permeability 
coefficient at Tref, Ea,p and Ea,s are, respectively, the activation energies of water permeation and salt permeation 
at Tref, TD and TF are the temperature of the draw  and feed water bulks, respectively.  
Equations 13 and 14 show that A and B depend on the operating temperature. We assumed that A depends only 
on the temperature of the feed water and B depends only on salt water side (thermal interferences were 
considered negligible). 
Results of the test performed to determine A and B for two membranes (IGB and HTI) are illustrated in Figs. 3 
and 4. The temperatures of both side of the membrane were maintained equal (i.e., TF=TD=T); the fluxes of the 
draw solution and the feed solution were also equal to 50ml.mn-1. The transmembrane pressure ǻP was fixed to 
8 bars (value corresponding to the maximum value of power density). A was obtained by rearrangement of 
equation 11: 
 





                                          (15)    
    





                 (16)      
 
 
Fig.3: variation of the water permeability coefficient A with the temperature. + IGB, כHTI. 
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It can be seen in figure 3 that the permeability of the IGB membrane is clearly higher than the permeability of 
HTI membrane in all the temperature range. However the effect of the temperature in the HTI membrane is more 
significant: it doubles from 20 to 60°C; for the IGB membrane, the permeability increases around 50% only, due 
to the structure of the membrane and the characteristics of the polymer.   
As for B, Fig. 4 shows that B is bigger in the IGB membrane. Also, Fig. 4 shows that rising the temperature 
decreases the salt permeability coefficient for IGB membrane. On the other hand, B increases with the increase 
of the temperature for HTI membrane until 40°C then starts to decrease progressively. This result can be 
justified by the fact that the effect of the temperature in the salt flux Js still not significant and negligible for low 
values of the temperature compared to the water flux Jw. 
 
4.2 Study of the structure parameter s 
 
The structure parameter governs the internal concentration polarization in osmotically driven membrane 
processes, os it is an important parameter to provide guidance for membrane fabrication. s is described using 
equation 10. In many published papers, the structure parameter s is considered as a constant. In fact, s takes 
different values depending on operating conditions (Temperature, Pressure, etc). A generalized equation 














ቍ                         (17) 
 
The structure parameter was studied in different values of temperature and the results are shown in figure 5. 
Rising the temperature causes a dilatation of the polymer which constitutes the surface of the membrane: it 
becomes softer, then, the action of the pressure takes place by exerting a tangential force on the soft surface, so 
that the value of the structure parameter decreases with the increasing of the temperature. Thus, the decrease of 
parameter s is due to a mutual and simultaneous action of two parameters, the temperature and the pressure. 
The same behavior should be found with the increase of the pressure (only) [13]. In fact, the polymer network 
may expand due to high pressure, resulting in better connectivity and thus less tortuosity in the sponge-like 
structure. However the simultaneous action of the temperature and the pressure is more important. 
 
 
Fig.5: variation of the structure parameter s with the temperature.   IGB membrane, זHTI membrane. 
 
 
4.3 Study of the power density 
4.3.1  Case 1: TF = TD 
 
The power density was measured for each membrane (IGB and HTI) under the same conditions in a range of 
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also equal to 50ml.mn-1. The transmembrane pressure ǻP was fixed to 8 bars. 
 
As showed in Figure 6, rising the operating temperature leads to increasing the power density. Between 15°C to 
50 °C, the value of the power density is almost doubled. Moreover, it could be seen that the IGB membrane 
presents a better performance than the HTI membrane. This result was due to the remarkable difference in water 
flux between the two types of membranes. However, IGB membrane performance is reduced by the high salt 
flux comparing to HTI membrane, which can contribute to the rise the effect of polarization concentration and 
reduce the effective difference of osmotic pressure. 
 
 
Fig.6: variation of the power density with the temperature. ǻ IGB membrane, כHTI membrane. 
 
 
4.3.2 Case 2: TF ് TD 
 
In this section, the power density was measured for different values of temperature in each side of the 
membrane. For IGB and HTI membranes, transmembrane pressure ǻP was fixed to 8 bars. Table 2 resumes the 
different experiments that were adopted for this study. 
 
Table 2: different cases of bulks temperature 
Scenario 1 Scenario 2 
x Case 1: TD fixed to 60 °C, TF is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
x Case 2: TD fixed to 40°C, TF is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
x Case 3: TD fixed to 25°C, TF is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
x Case 1: TF fixed to 60 °C, TD is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
x Case 2: TF fixed to 40 °C, TD is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
x Case 3: TF fixed to 25 °C, TD is 
variable between 15°C to 60°C. 
 
Figures 7-a and 7-c show the impact of the draw solution temperature on the recovered energy. In fact, when the 
temperature of the draw bulk increases, the PRO performance improves, due to the variation of several 
parameters which are influenced by TD, such as diffusivity permeability and solute resistivity. The temperature 
jump of TD from 25°C to 60°C produces only around 0.33W/m2 of additional power density for HTI membrane 
and 0.74 W/m2 for IGB membrane. 
Contrary to TD, figures 7-b and 7-d reveals the strong effect of the feed solution temperature on the power 
density. The impact of TF is significant for low and high values of TD. The temperature increase of TF from 25°C 
to 60°C produce an improvement of power produced equal to 1.07 W/m2 for the HTI membrane and 1.8 W/m2 
for the IGB membrane. This result could be explained by the fact that the water flux, the water permeability and 
the mass transfer coefficient are strongly affected by the temperature TF, and, as shown in equation (12), the 
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increases and consequently the power recovered is higher. 
 
 
Fig.7-a: impact of TD on the power density, membrane HTI.      TD= 60°C,      TD=40°C,      TD=25°C 
 
 
Fig.7-b: impact of TF on the power density, membrane HTI.      TF=60°C,     TF=40°C, TF=25°C 
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Fig.7-d: impact of TF on the power density, membrane IGB.ǻ TF=60°C,      TF=40°C,  TF=25°C 
 
5. Conclusion 
The effects of feed and draw solution temperatures on PRO performance were investigated in this study. The 
effect of the operating temperature on some structural parameters was also investigated. The results show that the 
increase of the operating temperature leads to the improvement of PRO performance. The temperature of feed 
solution presents the highest impact on PRO performance comparing to the temperature of the draw solution.  
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